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grftrrB xrB 'jbbt Btibbt 
( eiiRj|jq ftrcnr) 

(^TCTfrtftTRTTTOT^R n?Tp^7TTFW ) 

TjBSTTB BBtft a&HjvHI 

3^B, 2012 

7JTT$ 3^T fm ^ BTW ^ B*TO B ^Nl 

7JB3BH I 


^ 15/13/2011-dMlnA— BB: B7 BBT #Hi ' ^ecb tRqf? OTfaf^BB, 

1975 (fvTft WBB?BTB 3TR1RBB B^T BBT,f) 3ffa BBB-BBB BB BBT RT^ftf^RT #RT^e^ 
(B!Rb BBBBff B?t BBBTB, '41Rcl hB j/Bt 4\ Hlc!B "^cmv BB oTTBBrB ^<-1 vi U t? u i cT^TT 
STfcf RrBTBB) IRbB, 1995 (fa^T BddM^BId Bld-Kleft f^RTB B^T BBT #) ^ 3T^TR 

(f44 i^dqH^ld BTRBBft B?BT BBT #) 4 sffr ^BB (fupft BBBB5BTB BB^ 
■^T BB BBT t)^ B> ^ B> BT BBT ^ f^RTffcTcT tMb “ (f4% WBB?BTB BBTg 

B^T BBT t) B? R4 b> 30 3TBBT,2001 B^t BfeRjBBT B. 64/1/2000~ 4)4R4) B> B5B 
PfBfeB BrBB7T?lf o 1 j IM B^t :r £cRT: Ri^iRb B^t §ft I BB:, BTf^BB^t BRT BB$f 

t?fr ^ BB^ B^3B c£ 3TTBTB BB BTBTB BB BRBBttft BjcBo c^t BBeft Bb4b BT^BTT BrR 


-\ \ >ii 


1 M-> i XI 


4 RbTBT 27 BRB^Ou/' Boi ShRiB^BBT B. 15/6/2005-4) 41^4) 4 BBB 


BTBBM ^BB> 4R BTB BBf BB> BBl4 4t 'RtwRb B5t 3ft 4R BB: f^cT BBTBTB 4 
12 3T^BT, 2007 b4 3tRtJBBT 4 56/2007-#BT?JoBT 4 BBB RTB>lR^I B^T BBBff^TB 


frFTTTT ?TT 


1284 GI/2012 


0) 
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2. RcE Yo vrT.xfc. tMr qqY fY.cY. YYfc fcfO qY qq? qf%q) cTSTT fY?RT 
(3Te^r Yq^ YYY ferfY. cfft ^ {f^R# WJWId "illfrichl^ c^crf^Rlf " q? 


I O l ,L 


Hll MH'M'M 


_S". 11 _i T-rrf ti n J rA rrr _ .._ , , 

hi c jr 'i ^ \i ■ i v,m ■^'s^ \i \i\in^ < 7 ii m ivii 


. rfl iN j "n^ - «vi i titiA 


ii.i i i ■t i i _q i 11 _*— t -i V rfi 

TiniMI '-ll^'IVIHl 


VJoqV qY \h 41§IT qRY, \TY RtY 3fr? \jY 3<oY cY fctq ^FRT fYrYq dHcbi^ yqM 

qRT^ §ft i w ^iiPjchi PiR^ mfYqRY srt fYqfRq Yq qq ^ Y t ^qrY Yq^ ^fj 

Y Y*E£ cR^3fr q> 3TFJTCT *R W-iM ^ecF) RlY q> qsRT Eqqqj t I WcY 

^fclRcKi qYYqqqkM Y Pi^tH f^RTf Y fY> qiF&|q>| Y ppd ulMcfrm dRcYd Rc^ vriT^f 

^0 q^Y qY TJDfcT: RJlYRld '<3i=RRf! t t 


3. qYe£ ^1 3#? fY^rfY 

q?? qifYqq Y.q>. c$|$c >!ilAd c|c|Y 3^T R^ell (t^jRf <Lj|fYcb|cbd < i qj 

qifacMcbdl <t>«Jp!^i W W t) £RT qm qY q^ t i iriR|cTkbdl3TT qq dcMIcRi qRq Y 

Yq^ cR^ cY qq 99.10% eRTcTT 3fk 3ET YR^tq WT Y OTqq YST YTY ^TcfT 

t I vdM^dd <Y Ht^RR YccR? f^RTT vSTTcTT t dlRkblcbdf cjcHH 'llRfcbl YRR qRY 
qY TT*ft 3YteTiq ^ qRY f 3fR qTfYqqqqY cRFqf^TT ejIcRRM f^RPTRTeft ^ 3T^TR "qYcJ 
WRl " YqfYd cfRcft t I ^TTcY 3|[c!Rc[d Tftv^T RRI, TPT^R Rc2J Rm ^nY ^ ^TRUI 
^TRbfcf>cY $ 3TT&TR W ^T ^FRT t t 


fYxTRT^N '3cdTcT 


fY^RT?fH t I TJeT WhM RRI ^ 30 3?^, 2001 ^ 

3tfcP=r PlRb^ Tj- 3fk d^RRf fYfe 57%^ gRT f^Tfcb 27 ^R^t,2007 ^ 3tfcRT 

W^, RRtd mftoYt Y fcR[RT?fRT ^RTK ^ RFRIcT MR^lfYd fY^TT &- 

"f^iRT#7 TFfe t f^rY ^lHWki-. ^ ^ rftt 

qfRTT t l w&z Rmruy 13fR qr^fteH: %-^pto R7q 

qqRr fY^qT Rkn t l r q^ cj'kjPwlui ^ fYrq, q^Wq rt^rrft, #Yq 3rrqrRd 
qiqq Yq 3fR qMq tr (c^r ^rt) c£ f^rq ^fprj qq?q t l TrYq Y 
qoRRftef 3TcqK#3T qY 3TR7 q^T Ykft t 3fR ^[RT erY R?Y R I Tf^q YYfe 
qq Ytht YfYk' 3mrfYqq (3TfYfYqq qY qRT 5 f^RTH '^fYd Rcqiq t) ^ 
3TRqq-25 cY d^Mtb 2523.21 cY 3R[Yq cjjfl^d f^RTT RRl t I cR^fY, #qR£ecb 
3fR 3rr#Ylqft qqqq'qYtqRR cYqR Ycfcdeb t 3fR q^ Ylv^qi RTR cY qraY Y fY^Y 
Yt ^R? qiorqqY q# t l" 


■ffY> YRjqr qffq qq> i jqY^T qffq t i^rfYr^ fYqRTYrq qqqq qY qf^qqr qfr 
qfr RTq Y sft i jfq 3TqfY cY Ykrq qqqq Y qY^ qq^qM fYqrRT qYI qoq Y i 


1 





[ W1 I—wrg- 1 ] 


RKTT *RT TRm : SRTTTOl 


3 


5. TORT 

RTfxTTOchdf ^ TOT f^JT 1 1 £RT TOITfid TOf? TO^ t?ff TO TO l Rd 

TOIId) dcb-flcfl TO TfrtrTcp f^bjdldTf, faRPTfal mPMI TO cTch41dT, TOjtf TO TO^ff 
TOTO RIRcRRTt, <#TO f^ert^T, ftd^l TO ftTOT £R<R RETORT f^WTTO <£ TO 
# TO # I TOR illRjcM STRRft TORM ^cfj R?t TOfteTT TO*, R^T RRTR TOR* 4fa 
TOTTO TOTO RTO cf^TT R^eTl TOR R R?R % R'kilftd TOTR TOt c£ ^f R TOfRcT t I 


6. TOlReT ^T 

TO R TOlRoT R?r/Rr^ ^TO Rft ^ t (f^R# RTTO TO RTO TOT t) 

7. TOTRR 

*j|R|cbl<t>dM R rR rRcJ TOR R TOfeRT rRto TO fR^R RRtrt TOTO 

^TOl R I ^J'R? R TOTRR eTl vr| chi R 'H j Qcl T^tTOT rRr?T eft -3TOR TO fcTOl TOT R ! 

^TOfft R TOf?RT cftlHd sloth cftldd R I TO fR^R dR*Td rR fR^R 3RR TOT eft fftfT? 
TORTtf^RT RRt PM) TOT R I TOftTTOTOTfofl' TO fR^ TO TTFTO *JdR TOt TO TOR RTTO 
TOR eft \3eTO R fcRTR fcTOT TOT R I 

8. RRritT cjftro 

TOxTTOTOltTO R TOT R TOTTcft TO TO TOcfR TOT TO 3 TTTOTO TORT eft RTR 
TOR eft TOTOSt cfR toTO %RT R | RprtcT ^Rto TO f^T^riTOT 3 TORT 
tfTOtT eft T dRd vTplTO eft 3 TTRTC TO fchilI TOT R I IRdd RRd cftldd TO 3 TTTOTO TOR eft 
foR 7 cfthd TOFfTTOT, TOjfRcT ftRTOT, TO^TO RrT, toR?FT 3#7 TORT TOR TO TO I <Rv*H 
j%TO TOT R I 

9. RTTO RTf^R 

TOltTrorTOTf-STt R TOT cTTO TO TORcT TOTO TORT PhdT ^ f^T RTTO* ’d^l 'H rRr cR^ 
TO TOTTO JJTO R^ld Rldd ^T TOT^t 3 ?Rrt f Rrr^ RTO ^TOT TO TORT Rddl t % 
RTTO ^T ^T TOT^RtT TO TO ^T R^id TO^ TO^ TO TOR PTOt TO TO t RrT^T M l dH^M 
TOR TO'TTC %t^TO ttft ^TORT TOTO RJIdlRld t I • 
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10. 


™ v?T xt (M^ETn qmT 3TTqqi ^ 3TR qRH>!lsfr f^FTmcft c£ 

23 ^ 3lf?j|^RFfT ^ ETRI 9cfj ( 5 ) c£ 3EJflR RT%cR^ ^?T^RT ?T$ 

$ f^TTT j% x!ic|cg ^ ^JeT ^IT ^ f^RltfcRT cf> gT[^ cTRJ cf>J 

■3TfMw ^ ‘^TT STTcT^ZjcU f offt ^1^1 cfv^ ^ qy^T TfRt ^TT W 7 ! 

^ifc^T Ofk vi^ J I cff[ arfc[ ^ cf?[ ^TPTcpfT t Wlf^f vinrcf TFftSTT cfft ^37I?T 
cfr?cf f | 


11. 

\ 

m ^It £ f^rq uiTtr awf?r i 2011 $ 31 faa^ 20 ii 
fT l cpr f^nr cp^ £ v&tf ^ fer; #3 cmf 3 r«ife 3^3 os- 

*"*■ ° 9 ' fT' ° 9 ^' 10 , wife, 10 $ nrf. 11 afrr Jraife ^ffg arafii ir 1 ^'^ 
77317 * 1 ^rfcT c^ fc^v ^rra cf$t $ tft <$ m&£i tft ufra urr t l 


ch^H| 


12 . ^ ^t <* fMcrcpf 3ffr nrccr fan ^Tctmi ^ ^ ^ ^cmf 

® ® ra 3irara ^ ^ ^ tfcj vnto cpt fM% tn % W 

tft ^ 3 nf *, faffa m # ^ faffa ^ * 

l-HfeiRan ^ ’R fofer 4 varn $ ^fn?r ftWr <m n^rar f ; - 


13. <hh<i Tfrm 


Rx rv _r> n 

MIcJ^ JTTTHcbUI 


T ^TcTrR^ Vci ^g 

c4lP|vrC| TTQ ^J\TJ TfSnpm 
i cnf&FHi f^rjTf 

<&W\ 240, 

n^tn, n^ ftroft-i 10107 


^ ufNr ^ Cf^ 1ft RPPFra f^T 4 ^oft 3T7^ ^ gg 

^(T e$ simr g?t nrtte ^ ^ *t= ^ m ._ ^ ^ _^_ 

.- , ^ 1 m\ mil cp -Hicf^ TTgW 
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—,—a 


\ A 


T-IT r [ I -rrfir- F~~*htVO_i :t i i i i r tt^- ivft—r-r ^i- V -C T ... . _ ___ . . . . , 

'-'I'S ' i-r'-iii'iM vi-tH H-' *11 vix xi hi nb! bmi b 3fEjx] ^JqTTi dFd 6KM 

^ cfr qrf^rddft Piqdicjcfl d? 3TdRRR ^ f\dd^ 'vnrefdj ?Rzff" cj? 3 tt£tr qq 

m$ qRdm ^ dRTTd^t t i 


14. 3i<ftn-iUl 3TTETR d? ^jxRT 3R^d dRdT 

f|d<*«8[ daidTR v3"dd> jJRT RddfdJ dRT^ df Tfqdftd ^RT d> fvfXr d lc f d ^ gft 
Pl^lHIcIcfl d> f^RTR- 7(1) d^ Rd4 3 dlddM f% dHHcfl $ ftdd 7(2) 3 df TO? c£ 
3T^TR T fr c T r frJT dd d^ 3FTddftd RRRT 3dedd dRdnt [ dMtd dpdT cRj 3TdddfR[ 3RT 

3TSTCIT 3Tdfrpfrd RRTdT ddf^T Rd % RRT^ 3RRT f£d«sl«3 dardddf d^t ^xR] cf5t 

XTcq 3 rJ^ RPTR ddd ^ dq£ | df^ ^xFfi qRJd dR^t dTe!' dSfddd d> fcRqq ^ tfqft T 

^ RRRJ 3dR dRdT RWd d eft RRd>| ddRT dddt §17 V/F tcfdRT JRRd dRdT 
WT\ I . 


*T f^Rft «TRf c* §d 1ft, dfc drf^ft f^T TO % ^ t f^ 

1 l') L l4lddl dd 3TTdMd> ^ OTSTcTT ^rRT 5Rgd dR^ cjTef[ qjddT d^T d 'f jvjjP l d 

d^f dRdT dRRT $ 3T2TdT WTRd dT dRTdT Rd $ RRdd ddRRf dRdt c£ fcR Jd%d dff 
! dRdl ^dl t dft d? RfddT dTt dRRddTR dR RTdRt f I 

15. ^riclvjip|q> tpr^cT dd f^taRT 


f^dd^6(7) c^ 3TddRR 3 RdT dT^Rf^d? RRR RfRt # | d^ ^ %Td^ 

qarddd 3RT qaidddi ^rt ir^t Rradt wtvrfUi dtR didfr dd^f dd dR 

drqxTT #1 

3RTddTd 


s 

^ ^ ^5^ -srra^ ^er7 a thi t in Tjf%r?r vFm in 

'jftfR ^ ar^sn vr<Tfw =r^t cb'iitii t - ^tt 'jttet ^ 3T^rfEfcp snerr sicHdi ^ eft 3?epT 

W ^sHjf ^ 3fT£TR WJI¥tWt[ qf^im ^ cR eHcf5?f £ ^qT e^cf>R cpf 

^ftfcRT f%T?>rM £ 1 

\ 


fddddaqt dRft, fdfe ’snfwft 


W< 4 ^ !%-£ 


I 
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Subject ; 


nmriiSTRY OF 


UUMMCnbC HNU IMUUOI(M 


(Department of Commerce) 

DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES 

FINAL FINDINGS 


New Delhi, the 9th April, 2012 

Initiation of Sunset Review Anti-Dumping Investigation concerning imports of 
‘White Cement* originating in or exported from UAE and Iran. 


No. isfi3«>ii»DGAD.-- Whereas having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as 
amended from time to time (hereinafter referred to as the Act) and the 
Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Antidumping Duty 

v 

on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, as amended 
from time to time (hereinafter referred to as the AD Rules), definitive anti¬ 
dumping duty was originally recommended by the Designated Authority 
(hereinafter referred to as the Authority) on import of ‘white cement 
(hereinafter referred to as the subject goods) originating in or exported from 
UAE and Iran (hereinafter referred to as the subject countries) vide notification 
No.64/1/2000-DGAD dated 30 th August 2001. Whereas, upon 1 st Sunset 
Review of the anti dumping duty imposed on the imports of the subject goods 
from the subject countries undertaken by the Designated Authority, the 
Authority recommended extension of anti dumping duties for a further period 
of five years vide notificeffion No 15/6/2005-DGAD dated 27th February, 2007 
and whereas the Ministry of Finance implemented the recommendation vide 
its Notification No 56/2007 - Customs dated 12 th April 2007. 


2. Whereas M/s J. White Cement Works (a unit of J. K. Cement Ltd.) 
and Birla White (a unit of Ultra tech Cement Ltd.) {also referred to as 
“petitioner companies” or “petitionersprovided relevant financial information 
for the review, continuation and enhancement of anti dumping duty in force on 
imports of White Cement from Iran and UAE. The petition is in the form and 
manner prescribed by the Designated Authority and contains prima facie 
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evidence for the continuation of anti-dumping duty on the subject goods from 
the subject countries. Further, the petitioners submit that the information 
contained in the petition fully justifies the initiation of the sunset review 
investigation. 

3. Domestic Industry & Standing 

The petition has been filed by J. K. White Cement Works and Birla 
White (referred to as petitioners or Petitioner Companies). The Petitioners 5 
production accounts for 99.10% production of the subject goods in India, and 
hence constituting major proportion in Indian production. In view of the 
foregoing, it is submitted that the Petitioners satisfy the requirement of 
standing to file the present petition and the Petitioner Companies constitute 
‘Domestic Industry’ as per the Anti Dumping Rules. Further, present 
investigation being a sunset review investigation, the issue of standing of the 
petitioner is not relevant 

4. Product under consideration 

The product under consideration is White cement. In the Final Findings 
dated August 30, 2001 of the original Anti-dumping investigation and 
subsequently confirmed by Designated Authority in its Final Findings dated 

27th February 2007, Designated Authority defined product under 

\ 

consideration as under: 


“The product under consideration is white podia nd cement commonly 
known as White Cement White Cement is a construction material and 
it is Primarily used for non-structural purposes , It is used for 
architectural purposes, flooring tiles, cement based exteriors paints and 
cement wash (white wash). White Cement as low content of soluble 
alkalies and does not cause stain. White Cement is classified in 
Chapter 25 of the Custom Tariff Act (Section 5 of the Act, which 
pertains to Mineral Products) under the sub-heading 2523.21. The 
Customs and ITC HS classification is, however, indicative only and no 
way binding on the scope of the present investigation." 

Present investigation being a review investigation, product under 

consideration remains the same as has been defined in the original 

investigation. There has been no significant development in the product over 

the period 
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5. Like Articles 

Petitioner has submitted that the goods produced by the them are like 
article to the imported product from the subject countries in terms of 
parameters such as physical & technical characteristics, manufacturing 
process & technology, functions & uses, product specifications, pricing, 
distribution & marketing and tariff classification. The petition filed is for the 
review, continuation and enhancement of the anti-dumping duty in force 
and the issues of like article have been already dealt in previous 
investigations. 

6. Subject Countries 

The countries/territory involved in the present investigation is iran & UAE 
(referred to as the ‘Subject Countries’). 

7. Normal value 

The petitioners have provided sales invoices of the price prevailing in 
domestic market of UAE. The normal value in UAE has been determined on 
the basis of weighted average price of the invoices. The price shown in the 
invoices is a bulk price. These selling prices have not been adjusted for any 
other expenses. The Normal value claims by the petitioners have been 
considered for the purposes of initiation. 

f 

8. Export Price 

Petitioners have submitted the Eximnet lndia.com data to assess the volume 
and value of subject import in India. Export price has been determined on the 
basis of weighted average of the import price. Export price has been adjusted 
for Ocean Freight, Marine Insurance, Commission and Port Expenses to 
arrive at the net export price. 

9. Dumping Margin 

The petitioners have provided sufficient evidence that the normal values of the 
subject goods in the subject countries are significantly higher than the net 
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export prices, prima-facie, indicating that the subject goods originating in or 
exported from the subject countries are being dumped, to justify sunset review 
initiation of an antidumping investigation. ? 

10. Initiation 

Thus, in view of the duly substantiated application filed and in accordance with 
Section 9 A (5) of the Act, read with Rule 23 of the AD Rules, the Authority 
hereby initiates a Sunset review investigation to review the need for continued 
imposition of the duties in force in respect of the subject goods originating in 
or exported from the subject countries and to examine as to whether the 
expiry of such duty is likeiy to lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping 
and injury to the domestic industry. 

11. Period of Investigation * 

The period of investigation (POI) for the purpose of present investigation is 
from 1st January, 2011 to 31st December, 2011. However, for the purpose of 
analyzing injury, the data of previous three years, i.e., Apr’08-Mar’09, Apr’09- 
Mar’10, Apr’IO-Mar’11 and the proposed period of investigation has been 
considered. For'threat of materia I injury, the data beyond the POI would also 
be examined. 

12. Submission of information 

The known exporters in the subject countries and their Governments through 
their Embassies in India, importers and users in India known to be concerned 
and the domestic industry are being informed separately to enable them to file 
all relevant information in the form and manner prescribed. Any other 
interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the investigation 
within the time-limit set out below and write to: 

The Designated Authority, 

Directorate General of Anti-Dumping & Allied Duties, 
Ministry of Commerce & Industry, ' 

Department of Commerce 
Room No c 240; Udyog Bhawan. 

New Delhi -110107. 

4-flk-z 
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13. Time limit 

Any information relating to this investigation should be sent in writing so as to 
reach the Authority at the above address not later than 40 days from the date 
of initiation of this notification. If no information is received within the 
prescribed time limit or the information received is incomplete, the Authority 
may record its findings on the basis of the facts available on record in 

accordance with the AD Rules. 

<14 Submission of Information on Non-Confidential basis 

All interested parties shall provide a confidential and non-confidential 
summary in terms of Rule 7 (2) of the AD Rules for the confidential 
information provided as per Rule 7 (1) of the AD Rules. The non-confidential 
version or non-confidential summary of the confidential information should be 
in sufficient detail to provide a meaningful understanding of the information to 
the other interested parties. If in the opinion of the party providing information, 
such information is not susceptible to summary; a statement of reason thereof 

is required to be provided. 

Notwithstanding anything contained in Para above, if the Authority is satisfied 
that the request for confidentiality is not warranted or the supplier of the 
information is either unwilling to make the information public or to authorise its 
disclosure in a generalised or summary form, it may disregard such 

ip f c r rr , ation. 

15 . Inspection of Public File 

In terms of Rufb 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public file 
containing non-confidential versions of the evidence submitted by other 

interested parties. 
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16 Mon-cooperation 

In case any interested party refuses access to and otherwise does not provide 
necessary information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the 
investigation, the Authority may record its findings bn the basis of the facts 
available to it and make such recommendations to the CentraljGovernments 
as deemed fit. 

VIJAYLAXMl JOSHI, Designated Authority 


\ 
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